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NUS LEAVES FERRY WORKERS 


HIGH AND DRY 


UNIONS: 
WHOSE SIDE 
ARE THEY ON? 


atuizg Gaming the fi 
menbers~ jobs. In: 
told to accept teapo summer jobs 


Sealink were offering and to follow the NUS 
tactic of supporting Sealink in its commercial 


trade 
accept the same manning levels” (Interviews in 
the “Guardian” 5.5.88). 


No doubt the NUS will oblige Sealink bosses 2s 


it is doing already with its Sepport fer 
Sherwood“s slogan, “Sail Safe, Szil Seslink™ 
and as it has done in the pest with 2 


secret no-strike deal agreed behind the backs 
of the workers. In the last issue of WORKERS 
VOICE we pointed out: 


"seeP&O workers are on strike as the strike of 
the SNCF workers on the French ferries 
continues. They have the same enemy, the same 
struggle but different unions, Against the 
international capitalist monopolies we must 
counterpose the international solidarity of 
the working class." 


Since then the French ferry workers have been 
sent back to work by their union yet now, 
months after the struggle began, the NUS has 
formed "a pact" with French unions to "disrupt 


P&O ferries-to Calais". Has the NUS and its 
French counterpart suddenly turned 
internationalist? No. This is all part of the 


union’s tactic to divert the struggle from a 
united fight against all the ferry companies 
(who are in vicious competition with one 
another to reduce wages and manpower) into a 


limited and therefore token protest against 
one of them, 
To all but the blind it“s clear that the 


“dispute” is not just about P&0 workers~ jobs. 
Though P&O initiated the bosses~ attack ALL 
frrryworkers are under fire. Yet when the 
battle opened last December (with P&0-s 
sacking of workers on the Isle of Man route) 
the NUS showed just how much it cares for its 
members by refusing to recognise the 
solidarity strike for a month. Only when the 
determined action of the “unofficial” strikers 
threatened an all-out national strike did the 
union step in: to lead the struggle on to safe 
ground for capital. 
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feeble excuse that the NUS is a 
union which would not act outside 
that is, the law specifically 
prevent any effective support for 


Using the 

responsible 
the law - 
designed to 


strikers - the union undermined the momentum 
of the struggle and called off the national 
strike, When Belfast ferryworkers held a 


sit-in in support of 50 workmates sacked for 
solidarising with Isle of Man strikers the NUS 
did nothing. When the Belfast strikers were 
evicted from their ship at gunpoint by the RUC 
the NUS did nothing. And when P&0 opened its 
offensive at Dover the NUS still did nothing 
apart from talk about its willingness to 
negotiate. No wonder militant ferryworkers in 
Dover welcomed the sequestration of NUS assets 
in the hope that with apparently nothing to 
lose the union leaders would actually begin to 
fight and stop talking about negotiating with 
bosses whose plain aim was to provoke a strike 
and get rid of as many workers as possible 
without paying redundancy. 


Strangely enough the freezing of the unions 
funds did nothing for the militancy of those 
officials whose pay is drawn from them. On the 
contrary, P&0 workers were left high and dry 
just when solidarity from Sealink and other 
ferryworkers, combined with the lorrydrivers~ 
blockades, was posing a real threat to the 
flow of port traffic. 


Theres no need to tell ferryworkers that they 
are the latest section of the working class to 
be defeated by the bosses” strategy of picking 
us off sector by sector. By now 


“beg by the Tories; ; 


a of 
can alter the nature 
turn struggles fought 


changes in union leaders 
of the trade unions and 
on a section by section basis into victories 
for rank and file workers. At the end of the 
day the only difference between a Sirs or a 
McCluskie and a Scargill leading you to defeat 
is the amount of misplaced loyalty you still 
hold in the union afterwards. 


continue- on page 2 


DOWN WITH THE POLL TAX! 


DOWN WITH ALL TAXES! 


"The poll tax is fair only in the sense that 
the Black Death was fair: it is 
indiscriminate, striking at old and young, 
rich and poor, employed and unemployed 
alike." (Tory Reform Group, 1987) 


"And it came to pass in those days that there 
went out a decree ... that all the world 
should be taxed." (St. Luke Ch.2, Verse 13) 


Since William Pitt 


basically ‘just'. Thatcher is about to Game 
this with the introduction of the poll tax. 
In Scotland, the testing grou for the na 
legislation, it is already being implemente? 
and in autum the govermment will launch a 


£90m media campai¢n in order to ‘sell' its 
‘commmity charge’ to the 34m adults in 


England ani Wales who will becom liable to 
pay. The UK will be unique among the C&D 


states in financing loml government from a 
poll tax. 


Wet lies behind this radical attack on 
working class living standards? Essentially 
it is part of the long running Tory 
retrextment on public expenditure, which 
wall mow be “deducted at source". A massive 
sift in the structure of taxation is under- 
“=y- Where big business and the bourgeoisie 
formerly paid, the working class will- now 
foot the bill. At the same time it will 
cmstitute a giant step towards political 
centralisation, all in the name of “returning 
Power, (and choice!) to the People"! Its 
effects will be to extend the Pauperisation 
at present suffered by the unemployed and 
Barginalised, the homeless, the sick, old and 
young, to those who already bear the brunt of 
society's burdens - the employed workers. We 
don't propose here to go into the internal 
mechanics of how the tax will Operate, as 
this is dealt with in interminable discussion 
in the capitalist media. Suffice it to point 


continued on page 2 
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FERRY 
WORKERS 


While it’s true that an effective fightback 
against the bosses” strategy will only begia 
when ordinary workers take the struggle out of 
the hands of their superannuated union leaders 
and start acting for themselves, its a 
mistake to believe that the solution is to 
create tank and file committees INSIDE the 
unions to try and win control or influence the 
union executive. All that this leads to is 
internal union politicking with the bulk of 
the rank and file disillusioned and as 
uninvolved as ever. 


The fact is that trade unions are no longer 
capable of defending workers interests. 
Unions exist to negotiate the terms of sale of 
workers” labour power: by their very nature 
they ASSUME and DEPEND ON THE EXISTENCE OF 
CAPLEALISM. Of course this was true at the 
beginning of trade union history but the 
reforms fought for and wrung from 19th century 
capitalism which helped to improve the general 
conditions of life for the whole working class 
must not be used to hide the role of the trade 
unions today. In the 20th century the trade 
unions” implicit dependence on the survival of 
capitalism has developed into active defence 
of the interests of their national capitals. 
And when global capital is facing economic 
crisis as it is today and U.K. Enterprises or 
Poland Incorporated is obliged to restructure 
its economy, cut workers” wages and living 
standards in order to regain “competitiveness” 
then Messrs Scargill and Walesa no less than 
Messrs Hammond and McCluskie accept the need 
to defend their own capitalist class. It 
doesn’t matter that Scargill believes that it 
is in the best interests of U.K. capital to 
“save British coal" and hence NUM members” 
jobs: the point is that such a standpoint 
automatically leaves miners isolated from the 
rest of their class defending their own branch 
of capital instead of the whole working class. 
McCluskie, on the other hand, doesn“t think 
ferryworkers” jobs can be defended since it“s 
in the interests of the bosses to employ cheap 
foreign labour (which of course the NUS, as a 
British union, has never cried to fight 
against.) 

Recent history has shown that no matter how 
militant the struggle (British coal miners, 
Spanish shipyard workers), whether it us 
fought by workers from a single industry or a 
single “national” section of the international 


working class (Poland), so long as it is 
fought on the basis of the trade union myth 
that workers” interests are compatible with 


the interests of “their” own national capital 
there will be no end to capital“s victories. 
This is what any organisation claiming to be 
socialist and revolutionary has to understand 
before it can point the way forward to the 
rest of the working class. Those who can only 
talk about rotten union leaders, the 
wickedness of Thatcher and the Tories and the 
effeteness of Labour can contribute nothing to 
the development of a genuine socialist 
alternative. 


While the best working class militants remain 


committed to the trade unions it is not the 
task of revolutionaries to foster this by 
calls for union reform or for alternative 
unions. Militants have to be won over to the 


cause of revolutionary internationalism. There 
can be no room for ambiguity as to how real 
class solidarity is created. No surprise at 
the absence of TUC support for struggles. No 
demands for militants to pressurise their 
trade union branches. No confusion of trade 
unionism and Labourism with socialism. Instead 
revolutionaries have to encourage every 
independent initiative of ordinary workers 
whose will to fight and instinctive attempts 
to establish class solidarity are so often 
broken by the divisive tactics of the unions, 


Through their propaganda revolutionaries 
show how workers don“t need unions to fight. 
Through their agitation they call for mass 
organisations outside of the unions and across 


union boundaries. Through their political 
leadership they educate and organise working 
class militants into the nucleus of a 


revolutionary alternative to Labour and the 


trade unions. 


POLL TAX 


Continued from front page 


out that after the bill takes effect a family 
with an income of £75-£100 per week will 
contribute four times as much of their net 
income in the new tax as a family on £500 
plus; or to give another example, a 
multi-millionaire living on his own will pay 
one quarter of that paid by an unemployed 
couple and two 18 year old dependants. 


THE NEW STATE CAPITALISM 


The poll tax is a strategy for both 
expenditure and political control of local 
authorities, many of whom are under the 
control of the left wing of the ruling class, 
the Labour Party. The Local Government Bill 
is part of a package which includes enforced 
‘competitive tendering' and an end to local 
authority monopoly control of the largest 
services, education and housing. Behind all 
the hot air about the new ‘free enterprise 
culture' is an even. tighter economic 
centralisation and control, if not by the 
state itself, then by the banks and big 
business in close alliance with the state. 
The Association of Metropolitan Authorities 
estimates that from April 1990 running the 
poll tax and national business rate will cost 
£A%m, i.e. two av? a half times the cost of 
the present rating system and around £100m 
more than present government estimates, an 
extortionate price to pay by the Tories for 
mainataining the support of their traditional 
constituency. A simpler and far less costly 
way of eliminating local authority Labour 
power would be to change the voting system: 
most inner London ‘high spenders’ were 
elected with a minority vote. Contrary to the 
rhetoric of ‘accountability’ power will be 
further removed from electors ami decisios 
taken by those custodians of ‘self-reliance’ 


and‘ independence’, central government 
ministers and bureaucrats. ‘Local 
accountability' will be well served as 


central government grants will rise from 46% 
to make a record 75% of council income. The 
Financial Times of 17th August 1987 put it 
quite succinctly: 


"Plans for the destruction of local democracy 
are now complete. The govermment's tanks are 
moving into place around every town hall. 
Battle will commence in the autum. Fran then 
on local government is likely to suffer a 
series of blows from which it will be 
extremely fortuitous to recover. Britain will 
be more tian ever, a centrally managed state, 
with powe -ncentrated in Whitehall." 


CHEAP GOVERNMENT? 


Administration of the poll tax is likely to 
be a huge headache. 10,000 new jobs will be 
required, a complete waste of manpower which 
under communism could be put to productive 
ends. The bureaucratic costs of collecting 
the 20% contribution from the _ poorest 
claimants will outweigh any financial gain 
from the contributions themselves. Taxing a 
mobile population is fraught with technical 
difficulties. Losses could amount to £500m 
per year or as mich as 25% of what is 
presently collected in the rates. This will 
mean bigger bills for those who are paying, a 
reduction in services and more unemployment. 
The Audit Commission estimates that if all 
the proposals are implemented local authority 
spending could decline by as much as 30% from 
poll tax will rise by roughly 44. For 
‘accountability' read punishment and 
deterrence, as it will be those on the lowest 
incomes who will have to bear the cost. The 
dcision to ‘compensate’ social security 
claimants will still means severe losses for 
those living in areas with a high poll tax - 
such as the inner cities. It will necessitate 
a hugely complex rebate system which will 
extend the poverty trap to a further million 
people (according to the latest official 
figures, nearly 16.4m people are living on or 
near the margins of poverty). 


£30bn to £20.9bn over 5 years with a drop of 
37% in manpower. 


The poll tax provides a direct incentive not 
to vote, i.e. not to register - the poorest 
are those least likely to vote Tory - and not 
to use services like libraries, etc. Through 
central government control any marginal 
increase in local council spending will fall 
on the poll tax. Any spending above the 
nationally dictated pattern will be heavily 
penalised. For every £1 rise in spending the 


THE FEEBLENESS OF THE OPPOSITION 


Within the bourgeoisie itself, there has been 
opposition to the new tax across the 
political spectrum. The much-vaunted Tory 
backbench revolt has arisen because the new 
national business rate will mean sharp 
increases in areas which have levied low 
cammercial rates in the past, and not because 
this segment of the ruling class has suddenly 
rediscwered som great passion for 
‘universal justice’. A number of minor 
concessions have been made but it locks as 
though the ruling Tory faction will ensure 
that the central thrust of the bill enacted. 
Consequently rateable values will increase 


for retailers and be reduced for 
manufacturers. 

The left and liberal wings of the 
bourgeoisie, the Labour Party, Liberal 
Democrats, the SNP and the Churches are 
constantly baying about the “unfair, 


undemocratic anti-family and wicked nature of 
the tax". Their opposition is entirely 
verbal, legalist and designed to channel 
discontent for their own electoralist and 
opportunist ends. Their alternative policies 
ranged from a return to a reformed version of 
the old rating system to a progressive income 
tax. If proletarian disaffection with the 
bill begins to manifest itself on the streets 
the extreme left factions of capital - the 
Militant, the Stalinists, WRP, SWP, RCP etc. 
- will mobilise to emsure any struggle 
remins within the bowthrics -ulttimtely 
acceptable to capitalism. In Strathclyde 
where the Labour left is mouthing opposition 
in its ‘Stop It' campaign, Labour district 
councillors are already implementing the Tory 
tax. Previous attempts to introduce a poll 
tax in this country led to the great Peasants 
Revolt of 1381. So far there has been no 
generalised response to what will be a 
bitterly resented attack on living standards, 
but there have been some rumblings: assaults 
against registration officers (i.e. council 
snoopers) have increase more sharply in 
Glasgow than against any other category of 
government official, such as policemen, rent 
collectors, DHSS managers, etc. 


THE COMMUNIST POSITION 


What should be the communist position on the 
poll tax? We are against any form of taxation 
imposed on us by the ruling class and our 
objective under the dictatorship of the 
proletariat is for the abolition of taxes and 
the imposition of our own form of tax on the 
luxury wealth of the bourgeoisie. The 
proletarian state will be of its essence a 
productive apparatus, services being produced 
for common need, without an exploitative and 
oppressive class taxation. In the present 
circumstances any significant tax strike is 
likely to be taken over by Labour and its 
left wing appendages. Such a strike can only 
be effective if it is part of a wider strike 
movement against capitalist austerity, i.e. 
part of a generalised class fightback which 
has the potential of going beyond the 
boundaries of reformism and contributing to a 
reversal inthe balance of class forces. 
‘Justice', the stock in trade of bourgeois 
phrasemongers, has nothing todo with it 
because this deals essentially with relations 
of distribution amd is lodged entirely within 
the framework of capitalism. Before a ‘just' 
distribution of society's wealth can be 
achieved relations of production must be 
revolutionised. This is the focis of our 


attack; an attack which begins with a united 
fignt again! I] aspects of capital's 
attacks. 


THE CRISISIN THE EASTERN BLOC 


The strikes which ended in Poland in May 


were the biggest in Eastern Europe since 
the last Polish strikes of 1980-1 which 
gave birth to Solidarity. The absolute 
uselessness of this organisation to the 
Polish working class was demonstrated 
in its pathetic retreat in the face of 
the Polish state. This was no accident 


since its leader, Lech 
the szae kind of reforms as those now 
emanating from the Kremlin. These reforms 
are a product of the same capitalist crisis 
which has hit the West. Nor is Poland 
the only Eastern bloc country to face 
problems. The fall of Kadar 
the nationalist umrest in 


Walesa accepts 


in Hungary, 
and 


Armenia 


A DEFEAT FOR RUSSIAN IMPERIALISM 


RETREAT FROM 
AFGHANISTAN 


The withdrawl of Russian troops from Afghan- 
istan is a clear defeat for Russian imperialism. 
The so called Geneva "peace agreement" cannot 
disguise the fact that the Russian retreat is 
unconditional and that the aims which took 
their troops into the country is 1979 have 
been jettisoned. The peace agreement which 
allows both Russia and the US to continue 
arming their clients 'symmetrically' is 
nothing more than an agreement to continue 
the war, but without Russian soldiers. 


RUSSIAN AIMS IN RUINS 


Russian forces entered Kabul in 1979 with 
the aim of securing a stable pro-Moscow 
regime in Afghanistan. The value of the 
country to Russia is not economic but strat- 
egic since possession of the country provides 
Russia with a base for breaking US encircle— 
ment on its southern border. Russian pres- 


the Khyber pass wou 
to strike south to 
At the time of invasion the US had lost its 
hold on Iran and its bases along the Russian 
border.—Iran itself was. in.a state of turmoil 
and it was possible that a pro-Moscow regime 
could emerge and could be supported from 
Afghemistam. Aft the time the US warned that 
if sowiet troops eotered Iran it wuld man 
war. In og peblicatices at the tise, 
however, we predicted that Ressian imperial- 
ism would pay dearly for its Afghan adventure. 
(Revolutionary Perspectives No 16) 


By 1986 these aims had been abandoned. The 
leader of the Afghan C.P. Karmal, who had 
been brought to power at the time of the 
invasion in 79 was ditched in favour of the 
present puppet, Najibullah, who was given 
the task of ending the war and creating a 
neutral regime. His attempts to cobble 
together a regime of ex landlords, muslem 
clerics and even the ex-king who was over- 
thrown in 1973, 6 years before the present 
troubles began, have so far failed. In 
1987 a new constitution was produced en- 
shrining a multiparty system, a mixed 
economy and declaring that no law could be 
"contrary to the principles of islam." 

A neutral regime such as this is now the 
best the Russians can hope for. 


CRISIS OF RUSSIAN CAPITALISM 


This retreat is a clear indication of the 
weakness of Russian imperialism as gainst 
its US rival, and it is a recognition that 
Russia is not able to challenge the US as 
during the Brezhnev years. The Brezhnev 
doctrine has been abandoned and instead 
retreats and compromise in those areas 

of challenge, Afghanistan, Kampuchea, 
Ethiopea, Angola, Nicaragua etc. are the 
order of the day. 


This move is part of a broader strategy for 
confronting the crisis within state capitalism. 
As we show in "Gorbachev's Reconstruction 

of Russian Capital" (see Communist Review No 6) 
the Russian bourgeoisie face the same need to 
increase profit rates as the bourgeoisie in 
the west. To do this it is necessary to re- 
structure Russian capital and to increase 
exploitation of the Russian workers. The 

first of these requires massive re-equipping 
of the productive machinery, the second re- 


Yugoslavia 
and 


of 


the 
are 


and 
Yugoslavia 


the same 


strikes 
all 


in Rumania 
manifestations 
crisis. In our last issue 
we looked at the nationalist movements 
in the USSR. Here we look at the other 
symptoms of the Eastern bloc crisis, economic 
restructuring (perestroika) and the retreat 
of Russian imperialism. 


The war which has killed about 1 million 
people has also created at least 5 million 
refugees (out of a population of 16 million!) 
2 million are in Iran and 3million are in 
Pakistan. The continuation of the war means 
that few will return home and it is highly 
likely that fighting will spill into the 
refugee camps. Pakistan army intervention 
to drive the refugees out or to disarm 

them could create instability in Pakistan 
since millions of people in Pakistan are 
from the same tribes as the Afghan refugees. 


quires improving labour discip :$ 
ups, quality control, introducting unemploy- 
ment and increasing consumer prices. The 
capital-requiréd for restructuring can only be 
found if cuts are made elsewhere, and the 
massive defence butiget, which Pravda admitted 
wes now 19% of the gross domestic prodct, 

is the prime target. To make these cuts acc— 
cmmodation with the US is clearly needed, 
hence the treaty on intermediate nuclear 
missiles and the present attempts t 
long range missiles, reduce comventiona 
forces etc. The withdraw] from Afghanistan 
eliminates one of * 
issues" standing in 
reduction agreements. 
although it does not end, 
of entanglement in the country 
end also to an unpopu 


ct 


whom he has so far been ab 
but ‘austerity now jam tomorrow." It 
a step in the strategy of 
competitiveness, which in th 7G 

to enable the challenge to US imperialism to 
be based on real economic streng 


to offer nothing 


US IMPERIALISM'S GAIN 


The Russian retreat is a gain for US i 
isl. The bear has been goaded back 
his lair. But after 8 years of was the sit- 
uation may not develop as the US hopes. The 
reasons for this are firstly the divisions 
the opposition groups and the existence of 
over 5 million refugees. 


The land reforms of 1978 which precipitated 
the civil war dispossessed both the landl 
and the clerics. The opposition is st 
divided between these two groups but super- 
imposed on this is the division of tribe, 
which has created seven main opposition 
groups operating from Pakistan and one from 
Iran. In 1985 the US, which funds the opp- 
osition groups to the tune of $300Milli 
pressurised the Pakistan opposition, the 
mujahideen, to form the so called Peshawar 
alliance. The ex landlords and the mus 
groupings are, however, bitter enemies. I 
February this year a government in exile 
was set up collapsed in disunity after a few 
weeks. The Russian withdrawl could well 
precipitate a war between the opposition 
factions. 


le 


Upheaval in Pakistan could 
also lead to a renewed 
challenge to the Afghan 
frontier drawn by British 
imperialism in 1893, and 
straddled by the Pushtun 
tribe which is dominant 
in Afghanistan. 
The Russian pull out could 
therefore not only fail 
to produce a us client 
regime in Kabul but could 
weaken the US's main ally 
in the area. 
CONCLUSION 
Retreat from Afghanistan 
does not mean that the 
ussian bourgeoisie have been 
converted to a policy of 
as the tell us. 
the immediate 
fo the withdrawal 
t the economic 
capitalisa, 


ryt isures that the 
forces which propel tt powers tO war 
cannot be avoided. In the longer 
withdrawl is intended to enable the restruct- 
uring to the economy to take place so as to 
mount a more dynamic challenge to US imper- 
ialism. 


maj 


term the 


Review 


"The Challenge: Economics of 
Perestroika". A. Aganbegyan 
[Second World, £8.95] 


This book is a collection of articles written 
by the man who is chief economic adviser 
to Gorbachev, and a member of the Praesidium 
of the Soviet Academy of Sciences. His 
views are, therefore, a good indication 
of where the current Soviet leadership 
hopes to take the economy over the next 
few decades. Aganbegyan starts by acknow-— 
ledging the economic crisis in the USSR 
- "it is obvious that in the period 1981-5 
there was practically no economic growth", 
and the need to “reconstruct" the economy 
in an attempt to overcome the crisis. This 
"reconstruction" is to take two forms: 
changes of an organisational nature and 
changes of an economic nature. 


Except for the military and 
quality control was virtually unknown in 
the Soviet economy till the 1980s, all 
payment being on volume produced. By 1990 
this should have been altered, in an attempt 


space sectors, 


to reduce the mountain of unsaleable goods 
in warehouses (in 1985 the equivalent to 
118 days of industrial production). Similarly, 
though Soviet research and development 
is amongst the best in the world, its 
application is amongst the worst. This 
is because all research is carried on in 


central institutions rather than in production 
units. For example, in Japan 90% of steel 
is cast using Soviet advanced technology; 
one one quarter is so in the USSR! Devolution 
of research and development to production 


continued on page 7 


REVOLUTION AND COUNT 
3. THE RED TERROR 


In the founding programme of the German 
Communist Party, drafted by Rosa Luxemburg 
only a few weeks before her murder by the 
German Social Democratic Party, we can find 
expressed the following sentiments: 


"In bourgeois revolutions the shedding 
of blood, terror and political murder 
were the indispensable weapon of the 


rising classes. The proletarian 
revolution needs for its purpose no 
terror, it hates and abominates 
murder." 


(Quoted in E.H.Carr THE BOLSHEVIK 
REVOLUTION Vol. 1 p.164) 


To create a society without violence is a 
basic aim of communists - to rid the world of 
all force and exploitation of one human being 
by another. However it is impossible to 
create that society without defeating our 
class enemy. The particular contribution of 
Marxism has been to explain the material 
reasons why there are relations of force 
between human beings. This has always 
involved recognising that the old ruling 
classes never give up their power and 
privileges without the most violent struggle. 


Let“s look more closely at the meaning of the 
word "terror". Every state in the world 
jealously guards its monopoly of violence 
through its army and police. This is terror 
however it is disguised. Anyone who rejects 
the state and it*s monopoly of violence is 
thus labelled "a terrorist". Every ruling 
class in history has thus tried to pin the 
violence of the class war onto the lower 
classes. 


Because the capitalists have a monopoly of 
the means of producing ideas it is not 
surprising to find that in their newspapers, 
journals and history books they can pedal the 
old lies that violence is always started by 
the workers. 


Typical of their hypocrisy and lies is the 
great song and dance they make about the 
shooting of 84 hostages taken from the ruling 
class by the Communards in Paris. No mention 
is made that this was only an act of reprisal 
after the government of the Third French 
Republic had opted to kill all Communards 
taken prisoner. And the "Bloody Week" in 
which 20,000 proletarians were shot down in 
cold blood by the armies of the bourgeois 
state merits hardly a footnote in their 
histories. It was the same story in Paris in 
1848 when the republican General Cavaignac 
massacred tens of thousands of unemployed 
workers in the "June Days". These were hard 
lessons in the reality of power for the 
working class, lessons which Marx and Engels 
underlined for the new parties that arose in 
Europe following the crushing of the first 
attempt at a workers government in Paris in 
1871. 


MARX AND THE TERROR 


As a result of the Paris Commune, Marx 
himself concluded that the "Communist 
Manifesto" "has in some details become 
antiquated" (in the Preface to the 1872 
German edition). In particular he corrected 
the part cf the "Manifesto" in which he had 
left the impression that it was possible for 
a workers” state to emerge out of capitalism 
by gradual socialisation of the means of 
production. In his famous history of the 
Commune , "The Civil War in France" he 
recognised that; 


"One thing especially was proved by 
the Commune, viz. that "the working 
class cannot simply lay hold of the 
ready-made state machinery, and wield 
it for its own purpose"." 
(COMMUNIST MANIFESTO p.8) 


This is the first clear recognition in 
Marxist writing that the bourgeois state "the 


dictatorship of the bourgeoisie" would have 
to be "SMASHED" and replaced by working class 
organs of rule which would enforce "the 
dictatorship of the proletariat" against all 
other classes. 


However in the debate with the anarchist 
followers of Bakunin inside the First 
International, Engels pointed out that the 
state could not immediately disappear after 
the workers had made a revolution. He 
explained it thus: 


"A revolution is certainly the most 
authoritarian thing there is; it is 
the act whereby one part of the 
population imposes its will on the 
other part by means of rifles, 
bayonets and cannon - authoritarian 
means if such there be at all; and if 
the victorious party does not wish to 
have fought in vain, it must maintain 
this rule by means of the terror which 


its arms inspire in the 
reactionaries." 
("On Authority" in  Marx-Engels 


SELECTED WORKS Vol.1) 


German soldiers hang revolutionaries in the Ukraine. The ; 
puppets of the Germans, the Whites, soon copied the technique 
against peasants and workers in the areas they seized. | 


in general) and dictatorial IN A NEW 
WAY (against the bourgeoisie) ..." 
(STATE AND REVOLUTION p. ) 


However once in power the Bolsheviks were no 
less optimistic than workers in the past 
about the possibilities of moving to 
communism without any violence. Ten days 
after the overthrow of the Provisional 
Government Lenin was able to state; 


"We are reproached for using terror. 
But such terror as was used by the 
French revolutionaries who guillotined 
unarmed people we do not use and I 
hope shall not use ... When we have 
made arrests we have said "we will let 
you go if you will sign a paper 
promising not to commit acts of 
sabotage". And svch signatures are 
given" 

(Quoted in E.H. carr ‘THe BOLSEVIK 
REVOLUTION Vol. 1 p.161) 


Carr points out that the signatures were 
given but that didn“t mean the promises were 
kept. General Krasnov, who had been the last 
one to try to save Kerensky, signed the paper 


It was the anarchists, opposed to “the State" 
as such, who formed conspiratorial groups, 
often indulging in individual acts of 
terrorism, who were most horrified at the 
prospect of a class terror organ 
workers power. For Marxists 
proletarian revolution is dist 
all previous revol 
immediate non-existence 
the fact that the wor 
non-exploiting class to 
eventually be able to di 
an organ of class rul 


s the first 
story will 
the state as 


classes there is no But 
before this can come abo must 
first ensure that the cot ution is 


crushed. In 1848 Marx 
was "only one means to 
localise the bloody agon: 
and the blocdy birth-pac 
one means - the revolution, 


LENIN AND THE 


Lenin had naturally 
working class exper 
Marx and Engels on thi 
was seen in "The State a 
he wrote whilst in hidin 
repression in July 1917. He » 
the workers take power 


"This period is inevitabl 
unprecedentedly bitter 
of unprecedentedly acute forms of it; 
consequently the of this period 
inevitably be democratic IN A NEW WAY 
(for proletarians and the unpropertied 


then immediately went off to the South of 
Russia to organise the White Army in the 
civil war against the Soviet Republic! Indeed 
the leniency and generosity of the Bolsheviks 
was only matched by the ruthless ferocity of 
the Whites. This was the case from the very 
start of the Revolution. In October the 
Winter Palace had been stormed with hardly'a 
casualty and the overwhelming numerical 
strength of the Bolshevik workers led to no 
atrocities. In Moscow where the Whites were 
better organised and the workers not so 
strong the Whites massacred their prisoners 
in the Arsenal and the Kremlin. 


However the Bolsheviks seem not to have 
heeded this warning and even passed a 
resolution in the Soviet congress banning the 
death penalty in the army which Kerensky had 
re-introduced shortly before his fall. It is 
true that the Government (the Council of 
Peoples Commissars or Sovnarkom) did set up 
an Extraordinary Commission against Counter— 
Revolution and Sabotage (known as the Cheka) 
in December 1917. It was however limited in 
its actions to hunting out food hoarders and 
speculators,or fighting economic sabotage by 
urgeoisie. Its leader, Dzerzhinsky, had 
y small staff. As Carr points out "no 
r executions either by summary 

or by normal judicial process 
have taken place in the first three 
the regime." (op. cit p. ) 


TERROR AND THE CIVIL WAR 


ka was under the control 
(it was originally an 


R-REVOLUTION IN RUSSIA 


Military Revolutionary 
Petrograd Soviet). What 
changed the situation was, as with so many 
features of the Revolution, the signing of 
the Peace of Brest-Litovsk in March 1918. 


off-shoot of the 
Committee of the 


The first two consequences were the 
resignation of the Left SRs from the Soviet 
Government (leaving the Bolsheviks alone) and 
the arming and provisioning of the various 
forces of ex-Tsarist generals waiting outside 
the Soviet territory by the Allied 
governments of Britain, France and the USA. 
They began their attempts to destroy the 
Russian workers state by encouraging the 
Japanese to invade from the East. With the 
Germans seizing their "pound of flesh" in the 
Ukraine and aiding the Finnish bourgeoisie to 
destroy the Finnish soviets the young Russian 
soviet republic was soon in acute danger. 


The Left SRs, having taken part in the work 
of the Cheka until March 1918 now embarked on 
a campaign of terror against the Bolsheviks 
and the Soviet republic. In July 1918 SR 
members of the Cheka assassinated the German 
ambassador, Mirbach in the hope of causing a 
new outbreak of war with Germany. Not to be 
outdone the Right SRs, using funds supplied 

by the French government organised a failed 
attempt to seize power in Moscow. This was 
followed by a series of insurrections in the 
provinces. In June Volodarsky, the most 
popular of the Bolshevik street speakers, had 
already been murdered. He was to be followed 
by Uritsky in August, the same month in which 
Lenin survived Dora Kaplan“s attempt to shoot 
him. Bukharin also was wounded in this wave 
of SR terror. 


And what was the reaction of the workers 
government? On September 2nd 1918 the Soviet 
Executive Committee adopted a resolution 
which stated that "To the White terror ... 
the workers and peasants will reply by a mass 
red terror against the bourgeoisie and all 
its agents." And yet in practice this did not 
at first happen. Although the actual 
murderers of Mirbach were shot the Left SR 
leader, Maria Spiridonova, who admitted that 
many of the attacks had taken place on her 
orders was not only spared but she was even 
released from prison before 1918 was over. 


The Red Terror was however less lenient 
towards members of the old privileged 
classes. In fact the obvious point about the 
Terror (both Red and White) was its class 
nature. Whilst the White armies crucified 
workers and shot peasants who had seized land 
from landowners, the Red terror sought out 
former Tsarist ministers and other members of 
the old ruling class who were involved in the 
campaign of sabotage of the Soviet resistance 
to the Whites. Even then only 512 were shot 
in the period immediately after the 
publication of the Soviet Executive’s order. 
All this puts in proper perspective the 
anti-Bolshevik tirades of hired propagandists 
of the bourgeoisie like Leonard Schapiro. In 
his "The Cummunist Party of the Soviet Union" 
he concludes that: 


"the disposal of the Constituent 
Assembly (See Part One of this history 
in WORKERS VOICE 38 — CWO) led to the 
logical result that revolutionary 
terror would be directed not only 
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such as 

right wing 
anyone, be he 
peasant, who 
rule." 


against traditional enemies, 
the bourgeoisie and 
opponents but against 
worker, socialist or 
opposed Bolshevik 
(op. cit p.183) 
But then Schapiro 
interested only in g that Bolshevism 
was premeditatedly totalitarian from the 
beginning. The facts we have already outlined 
can be further underlined when we consider 
how the terror increased and then decreased 
with the level of threat to the Soviet power. 
For example, the terror relaxed by the end of 
1918 when the initial camp against the 
Bolshevik government weakened and the threat 
from the German imperialists declined with 
the outbreak of revolution in that country. 


his cronies are 


Thus the Sixth All-Russian Congress of 
Soviets (the first one which was almost 
totally Bolshevik) ordered an amnesty and 


release of all those imprisoned by the Cheka. 


Relations with other “"socialist™ parties also 
tended to fluctuate according to the 
attitudes they held towards the sowie 
Having denounced the October rew 
gave all power to the soviets, hawing refused 
to join the Soviet government and Bawing, in 
some cases, taken up arms agaimst if the 
Mensheviks and Socialist Revolutiomaries (of 
both wings) could hardly hope to escape the 
vigilance of the Cheka. iowever «the 
Mensheviks were able to hold their cum 5 der 
conference in Moscow in October 1918 (and 
were still holding these meetings et the ent 
of 1920). 


However relations between the Bolsheviks ant 
the Mensheviks and SEs i 
especially since they both 
over the attitude they st 
the soviet government. 

All-Russian Congress of Soviets in December 
1919, Lenin .affirmed against Martov that 
"both Terror and the Cheka are absolutely 
indispensable". However Martov had in his 
speech pointed to one weakness which was to 


the Seventh 


become an increasing problem for soviet 
power. He had criticised “an apathy of the 
masses ... a readiness to throw all 


responsibility for ones fate on the shoulders 
of the government". This problem had been 
implicitly recognised by Lenin himself nine 
months earlier at the Bolshevik Party“s 8th 
Congress: 


",..the Soviets, which by virtue of 
their programme are organs of 
government BY THE WORKING PEOPLE, are 
in fact organs of government FOR THE 
WORKING PEOPLE by the advanced section 
of the proletariat, but not the 
working people as a whole.." 

(Quoted in M.Leibman LENINISM UNDER 
LENIN p.230) 


THE REAL LESSONS OF THE TERROR 


If this was the case then what formal 
difference separated the soviets from the old 
bourgeois parliament? What real control had 
the proletariat over the organs of the state 
which it had set up in the course of the 
class struggle in 1917? Martov blamed the 
cultural backwardness of Tsarist Russia (a 
favourite Menshevik theme to prove that the 
Russian workers should have let the 
bourgeoisie take over) but it is a general 
problem which any working class movement will 


have to face when trying to destroy the 
hangovers from the past. No party or person 
was to blame for a state of affairs brought 


about by civil war, food shortages and 
exhaustion. But it had enormous consequences 
for the problem under consideration here. The 
Red Terror had begun as a response to the 
given circumstances of the time (the White 
terror) and the creation of the Cheka had 
been the work of the working class in the 
soviets. But when the proletarian heart of 
the soviets, which were drained of their 
life-blood in the civil war, ceased to beat 
then the Cheka took on a life of its own. 


Once the government moved to Moscow and 
Dzerzhinsky set up a more professional office 
in the Lyubyanka the Cheka personnel 
increased and it gradually became a state 


above the state. Despite attempts at various 
times (most notably in 1920 and 1922) to 
limit its power, both at Communist Party and 
Soviet levels the Cheka carried on with its 
grim work. 


Indeed each attempt at reform, such as_ the 
actual abolition of the Cheka in 1922 to 
replace it with the GPU, not only did not 
curb its power, but actually made it more and 
more independent of the organs of the 
proletariat. One of Lenin’s last conscious 
acts before his stroke in 1922 was to attempt 
to prevent the GPU interfering in areas 
beyond its legitimate scope. Even this failed 
and the GPU, subsequently re-baptised as the 
NKVD was to be Stalin’s instrument in wiping 
out the cream of what had been the Bolshevik 
Party in the 1930s. By this time however the 
October Revolution was a distant memory and 
the monster which had replaced the workers 
state of 1917 was in itself an expression of 


the victorious counter-revolution. However 
the Cheka was not the cause of this 
unter-revolution. It was simply the tool 


lay at hand once the counter-revolution 
ced. To explain how the first 
proletarian state in history became a new 
form of capitalist domination over the 
workers is the task of a future part of this 
history. 


@me lesson though we must retrieve from this 
episode ani that is the fact that however 
errific it is to contemplate the proletariat 
will omre agzin have to resort to an equal 
wiclexce 2s its capitalist 
are well aware that many groups 
inemselwes the name of socialist 
a am guff about 
bet this can oaly 
or socialism has 
istinctions. We must 


abolist all c 
denounce as quite m 
Rosa Luxemburg that the terror was an unusual 
event forced on the Bolsheviks and their 
allies "by circumstance". (See THE RUSSIAN 
REVOLUTION (Ann Arbor 1972) pp.77-8). The 


circumstances of revolution will always be 
the same. As Trotsky told the All-Russim 
Congress of Peasant Deputies in 1918, “we 


shall not enter into the kingdom of socialism 
in white gloves on a polished floor". In the 
last resort demands to forego all the means 
to defeat the enemy mean simply to abandon 
power to the bourgeoisie for all time. It 
is not surprising that the ruling class 
everywhere finds it convenient to quote Rosa 
Luxemburg“s criticisms of the October 
Revolution since they give them more 
ammunition to attack any attempt by the 
working class to overthrow the slavery of the 
wages system. 
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THE IRAN/IRAQ WAR 


NO MORE WAR BETWEEN NATIONS 


Twenty years ago the groups of what we call 
the Communist Left (who had been the first to 
recognise the degeneration of the Russian 
Revolution and the Communist International in 
the 1920s) had been reduced to a handful of 
individuals scattered around the globe. Only 
the Internationalist Communist Party which 
publishes BATTAGLIA COMUNISTA could claim an 
unbroken tradition of political activity and 
publication since the Second World War. 


However the May events in France in 1968 were 
the first of many workers strikes which 
signalled the end of the post-war capitalist 
boom and which, for the next six years spread 
from country to country but especially in 
Europe. This gave birth to the present 
proletarian political camp which has taken up 
again the work of the Communist Left in 
fighting all reformism (including the radical 
varieties of Trotskyism and Maoism). Today 
the groups of this internationalist milieu 
cover a score of countries and in recent 
years there has been a growth of communist 
groups in the capitalist periphery. 


In Latin America we have seen the growth of 
the Argentinian group Emancipacion Obrera and 
a collaborating group in Uruguay, Militancia 
Comunista Revolucionaria. Individual 
communists have appeared in Ecuador and 
Colombia whilst in Mexico there are two 
groups, the GPI, (Grupo Proletarian 
Internacionalista) which has positions based 
on those of the International Communist 
Current and the Communist Collective Alptraum 
which has recently taken the name of its 
paper, Comunismo. The International Bureau 
(IBRP)(to which the CWO is affiliated) has 
held exchanges with all these groups and 
elements. Previous issues of WORKERS VOICE 
have contained texts by both Emancipacion 
Obrera and Comunismo, and the next issue of 
COMMUNIST REVIEW (Central Organ of the IBRP) 
will contain an exchange on the tasks of 


communists in the periphery. 


capitalist 


In India there are three groups, LAL PATAKA 
which is affiliated to the IBRP, Kamunist 
Kranti and Communist Internationalist. We 
published a report on these groups in WORKERS 
VOICE 35 and we shall shortly be publishing a 
report on a recent conference they held in 
Calcutta. 


All of these developments are largely in the 
capitalist periphery. in the capitalist 
heartlands, where the bankruptcy of reformism 
and its left capitalist apologists are 
proving a strong barrier against a class wide 
fight against austerity,there have been a 
number of problems with groups splitting or 
dissolving (see accompanying article in this 
issue). Nevertheless there are signs of a 
renewed questioning of capitals reformist 
left as well as a healthy non-sectarian 
spirit in the appearance of new groups who 
are seriously studying the positions and 
relating to existing organisations. WORKERS 
VOICE readers may remember our welcoming of 
Lega Proletarja in Malta to the European 
proletarian scene. These comrades are still 
in correspondence with us and are working to 
develop their own political understanding on 
the basis of a critical evaluation of the 
writings from our own tendency and others in 
the proletarian camp. 


More recently, we are now seeing new forces 
appear in Germany and Austria. The IBRP has 
been able to establish direct contact with 
two of these. In Austria the Gruppe 
Internationalistische Kommunisten (GIK) can 
be contacted at Postfach 536, 1061 Wien. We 
will be publishing material from their paper, 
ARBEITERPOLITIK, on the crisis in the next 
two issues of WORKERS VOICE. 


In this issue we are publishing a leaflet 
distributed by the Internationale 


Revolutionare Komunisten on the Iran-Iraq 
War. In contrast to articles in the 
pseudo-revolutionary press devoted to 


squabbles over which point in the war the 
fnternational working class should have 
supported Iran, this leaflet reaffirms that 
the working class has now, and never had, any 


interest in supporting either side. Not only 
does it address the issue in a clearly 
proletarian way but it also links directly 
the question of the crisis to the immanence 
of war in the epoch of imperialism. The 
aessage it sends to the German workers about 
the actions of "their" government in the Gulf 
could be sent by British workers to our 
rulers. It is in general agreement with what 
we have published earlier on this war. We are 
publishing it as part ‘of the internationalist 
opposition to the imperialist manouevres in 
the Gulf. 


For seven years now the ‘Iran-Iraq' War has raged 
in the Near East. Hundreds of thousands of workers, 
small farmers and even children have been thrown 
into the battle and have had their blood spilt. 
The city bombings have mostly hit the residential 
areas, i.e. workers' families. Thousands of Iraqis 
and Iranians have been forced by the war and by 
their governments to flee abroad, some to West Germany. 


For seven years the bourgeois press has given a 
distorted picture of this war. For seven years the 
press has kept quiet about the fact that the immediate 
victims have been the Iranian and Iraqi workers 
and small farmers; that the capitalists of East 
and West have added fuel to this war and have no 
real interest in "peace" - for since the war began 
they have profited from these two countries: cheap 
oil against expensive weapons. Until recently Western 
and Eastern leaders had succeeded in hushing up 
their direct participation in this war, but now 
regular ‘illegal’ weapon sales have been busted 
(and so ‘legal’ weapon exports and licences to these 
countries have been forgotten). When the first of 


their direct imolveent in te wr. Te 
want to keep the war contained so that they cam 
guarantee its continuation. This is the real interest 
hidden behind the peace talk of the bourgeoisie. 
As long and Iran and Iraq continue fighting each 
other they will be excluded from being troublesome 
competitors on the world market. With the pressures 
of war, the change of the economies of Iran and 
Iraq to ams production will put the development 
of industry in these countries back decades. Whilst 
their domestic production is geared purely towards 
war these countries are at the sam time forced 
to rely on importing vast amounts of finished products 
from the industrial countries of East and West in 
order to get the basic foodstuffs they need. With 
this the capitalists of East and West close their 
books and report a brilliant business regarding 
the war in the Near East. 


Yet however hard the bourgeoisie tries to eliminate 
competition, to open up new markets or develop new 
products, they can't generate a way out of the crisis 
The stockmarket collapse of recent weeks shows only 
too clearly that capitalism has finally reached 
rock bottom and the door is now open for massive 
world crisis. Just as in 1929 the workers of every 
country will have to pay for it. 


The stock market crash means nothing more than that 
the rich throughout the world have discovered that 
the economic situation is no longer developing to 
their advantage, that their profits are not growing. 
Industrial production is visibly stagnating and 
that can only have one result: the sharpening of 
capitalist competition. Workers are already feeling 
the crushing effects of competition between single 
businesses, such as the increase in work stress, 
unemployment, the lowering of wages, underemployment 
on the one hand, the lengthening of the working 
day on the other. In this way every worker can imagine 
how the intensified competition between nationally 
organised capitalists would look: its outcome is 
always war. What is now being played out on a small 
stage between Iran and Iraq will inevitably develop 
through the world economic crisis into a Third World 
War. The superpowers and their allies who operate 
with double columed agreements in the Gulf war 
are in diabolical competition with each other on 
a world level. Already they are asking workers every 
where for cash to maintain and perfect their gigantic 
war machine. Further, the "disarmament negotiations" 
can't hide the fact that the real point is not about 
whether, but about how this war will go ahead. Just 


one year before the outbreak of the Second World 
War (as older people still remember) a "peace confer- 
ence" took place in Mmich in 1938. Likewise, the 
outlawing of chemical weapons in the Second World 
War, promised by the bourgeoisie as part of the 
“humanisation" of war, was nothing more than a sneering 
mockery at the loss of workers' lives. Despite this 
“humanisation" 50 million died, more than ever before, 
and most were workers and their families. Thus, 
for workers the question isn't whether war should 
be fought "with or without atomic weapons", their 
lives only allow them one slogan: 
NO MORE WAR BEIWEEN NATTONS 


The working class always finds its real enemy in 
its own country. The rich and their political cliques, 
from black to green, these are the war criminals 
of tomorrow. (This can be foreseen by their present 
involvement in today's ‘'conflicts'.) And they are 
the ones who today are already preparing the massacre 
of workers. Whether the Greens allow fighter heli- 
copters into West Germany, whether the SPD fetches 
in a pair of nuclear-powered rockets, or whether 
the FDP/CDU/CSU now get the money to finance the 
growing arms budget (which needs increasingly large 
sums) directly from the working class via taxation 
of the shift bonus or cuts in canteen meals (to 
cite only recent examples), the workers don't need 
war production one bit. Cannons and tanks can't 
be spread on bread! 


It is the wish of capitalism in the East as well 
as in the West, that the working class should finance 
the war, which will be carried out on their backs 
and with their blood, but not in their interests. 
Tt will be carried out in the interests of those 
who force workers behind machines, who will put 
up contribution costs for medicines and hospitals 
after which they will drive workers to ill-health 
through the intensification of work pressures. But 
workers, your debts, your sickness, your misery, 
isn't enough for the capitalists. You should even 
give yor lives for them ani their qplcitative 
system! Should the working class give themselves 
as sacrifices for the dockyards, pits and factories 
from where they could be thrown out at any time 
by the bosses during “peacetime; should they defend 
the banks so that in "peacetime they may repay 
their debts together with interest and compound 
interest; should the workers put’ their necks out 
for and order where the law is already used to suppress 
strikes using weapons of war? 


Every worker, whether man or woman, of whatever 
nationality, for whom their own lives and those 
of their class are preferable to the moneybags of 
the bosses, mst unite to fight against the rich 
in order to defend their existence and that of their 
families. From the bourgeois "democrats" of every 
shade the working class can't expect anything other 
than the maintenance of this "order", that is, wage 
robbery and wage cuts, unemployment, living on credit, 
the pressures of work, sickness and the culmination 
of this basic order - war. 

Only the working class, united, is capable of ending 
this “fate under the clutch of capitalism. Only 
a united class is capable of stopping the march 
towards the Third World War, fighting consistently 
and uncompromisingly for their ow class interests 
against capitalism. 


DOWN WITH THE MASSACRE OF WORKERS 
IN THE PERSIAN GULF ! 


IMMEDIATE RETURN OF THE WEST GERMAN NAVY FROM 
‘THE MEDITERANNEAN! 


DOWN WITH WAR PRODUCTION! 
OWN WITH THE CONTINUAL TAX ROPPERY OF WORKERS WAGES! 


NO INCREASED CONTRIBUTIONS FOR SICKNESS BENEFITS; FULL 


REE MEDICAL CARE FOR WORKERS AND THEIR FAMI TES AND 
ALL OTHER STRATA ON LOW INCOMES! 


FOR COMMUNISM! 
zk k 


* I.R.K. can be contacted at the following address: 


Postlagernd 
PLK Nr. 04 11 36 B 
D - 7410 Reutlingen 

WEST GERMANY 


SPLITS IN THE COMMUNIST CAMP 


‘The movement towards the formation of am interationalist 
commmist party is a process of selection. Only those 
commist inorities which cm solve the fundamental 
questions of perspectives, organisation and a method of work 
within the class struggle will survive. The present period 
has throm up a mumber of casualties in recent weeks. 
We have recently received news of splits in the Groupe 
Commiste Intemmationaliste (Belgium), and the Intemational 
Commmist Current in Spain as well as a letter announcing 
the dissolution of the British group, Wildcat. 


THE DISSOLUTION OF WILDCAT 


Wildcat sent a letter to all commmist groups announcing its 
dissolution in March. By this tim: it had only 4 members 
and only three of them agreed to the sending of the letter. 
The analysis made by the comrades of their collapse is mie 
with the usual integrity we had cour to associate with the 
majority of their mnbers if lacking in amy real 
understanding of what had heppened to them Wildcat was 
born out of splits in the group Solidarity ad te 
International Commmist Current in 1981-2. It was from the 
start a group founded on activism and councilism, Above all 
though it lacked any definition of its om role as =| 
organisation or of the period in which it lived in. It often 
worked hard at spreading a commmist perspective into the 
wider class struggle but in the last resort its lack of 
perspectives meant that "the all-important task of effective 
collective intervention in the class strugle bear mre 
and mre difficult to carry out" (Wildcat dissolution 
document). 


This sorry end was something the CW) tried to avert. During 
the miners strike we took up every opporiumity to meet with 
the Wildcat comrades to try to gt then to define their wiew 
of their role as revolutionaries and their perspectives. 
However when we wamed of their lak o@ perpecti=e ac 
their activism, when we asked then wat they wuld & wen 
the miners strike was over ad the class strugle fed 
retreated, wen w asked tee wet te mie & 
revolutionaries were, they mxie mo reply. le GSilr= 
face these issues led to wild oscilltioss iP tei 
political positions. Towards the ead of the miners strike 
they issued a lesflt uging wrees to pin = NM 
demonstration without attempting to define firther the 
mature of the strike so that they ended up tail-enting tte 


union. Mere recently they bad found som confort in the 
positions of the GCI which asserted that the working class 
2s 2 ple were backer (a view usually known as mdemism) 
and thus oily deterzined minorities could mke the struggle. 
Many Wildcat members openly professed their doubts about the 
elitist Blanquis=z of te GI aud this seems to have played a 
mejor part in the decision to suspend activity. 


Tre mjority of te Wilda wenbers say they intend to 
continue political activity ad w sincerely hope this is 
the case. Hever they mst mw reflect o their past 
activisey ad fsilure to understand their om role as 
commamists within te class struggle. They cm only do this 
by confronting the views of other commmists and their om 
past experience. 
THE SPLIT IN THE GCI 


The Group Commiste Intemstionsliste of Belgium emerged as 
a split fromte aot 2 cécale ago. It gererally 
refuses to remgrise the existence of other groups whose 
ocigins are from the Comamist Left of the 1920s and 1930s 
(like the G&D), Bectaglia Commista and the ICC) and when it 
dees it is wxelly bea of a split in its om ranks (such 
as coomred && 198 with the formtion of the nowdefimct 
Werld Commmist Fraction). Once again a split has led to 
the footie £ amotter group calling itself "A 
Getredherat™ which proclaims itself to be the authentic 
representative of the working class. It denounces its parent 
gow for is comessions to "anarcho-mdernisn!' and to 
leftist gaps like the Peruvian Moists of the Sendero 
luminoso (Stining Path) guerrillas of Peru. Actually the GCI 
@es wt sport Sendero Liminoso but its mthod is very 
Like the Tnotskyists attitude to the unions. You support the 
moet Ot ot othe "drape" (literally "bamer") or 
leeterstip. Such profundities give the GCI the illusion that 
they ae prt of a wider movement and thus they ca disaiss 
the rest of the Commist left as "the petty milieu”. 


This lel is still used by the splitters suggesting tht 
meither of then hve lermed mich from their recent split. 
Tt is extraordinary how my times groups which split to 
further fracture the proletarim cap deounce the bigger 
gops 2 petty. From sich sectariatism there is 
little to be emected ad it looks as though "A 
Contre-Courant™ is aiming to becom yet anther "really 


continued from page 3 
THE ECONOMICS OF PERESTROIKA 

units is now underway. Soviet investment 
policy used to work on the Alice in Wonderland 
principle of being only for new units 
production. Whole sew factories were 
while existing ones replaced om aver 
only 1Z of capital per ar. This is 
to change, since it is cheaper to re-eq 
than to build anew. All these and other 
instances in Aganbegyan's book show the 
chaotic nature of much of Russian economic 
activity, and that there is a lot of "slack" 
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to be taken up. But such measures - which 
seem to be bearing fruit in the short term 
with improved Soviet growth rates - are 


insignificant when compared to the deeper 
qualitative changes proposed by Aganbegyan 
and supported by the Gorbachev group in 
the Soviet ruling class. 


Aganbegyan argues. that the central planning 
of the period from 1928 till now was a 
historically conditioned phase of "socialist" 
development, due to the need to industrialise 
at all costs, and to the pressures of the 
war economy which led to the state fixing 
production targets for all industries, 
set wages and prices for all goods. Now, 
he argues, 


"The fundamentally new system of planning 
starts from the premise that enterprises 
and associations are to become indepen- 
dent, self-accounting, self-financing 
and self-managing."(p.118) 


Although he qualifies this by saying that 
the state will set certain ‘key' prices, 
and will itself place a high proportion 
of the orders received by the decentralised 
production units, it is clear that he envisage 
-s a situation where factories can, to 
a large extent, choose what they produce 
and set prices according to the conditions 
cf the "market". Wages, too, will reflect 
this. Parallel to all this, production 
units will introduce "socialist democracy" 
where the workers can elect managers on 
the basis of their economic plans for invest— 
ment, consumption, etc. The material self- 
interest of the workers should thus, according 


to the author, provide the basis for the 
improvement in quality and —quantity of 
output. Production units will obtain loans 
from the state to expand and, after taxation, 
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spend their surplus (i.e. profit) however 
they see fit. Ir the event of bankruptcy 
the factory would close. Aganbegyan skims 
over the obvious consequence by arguing 
that unemployment will not be @ problem 
since an expanding economy will provide 
"plenty of work". 


There are other themes in this book. For 
example, the encouragement of co-operatives 
and self-employment in the service sector 
of the economy; attempts to set up joint 
ventures with Western capital in the USSR, 


authentic" Bordigist group. 
THE SPLIT IN THE ICC IN SPAIN 


We also received in April a text from the Norther Nucleus 
of the ICC in Spain (which publishes "Accion Proletaria’') 
announcing their split from the ICC, As with the splits in 
1981 and 1986 in the ICC this group mkes som extremly 
defamatory statements about the intemal operation of the 
ICC which we are not in a position to confirm or deny. What 
is however of general interest is the reasons which they 
give for the split since they confirm something which the 
CuO and International Bureau for the Revolutionary Party 
(IBRP) have been pointing out for some time i.e. the great 
gulf between the ICC’s perception of a high level of class 
struggle and an increasingly economistic tactic in its 
agitation and propaganda within the working class. 


Space forbids us dealing mre with tnis issue here but w 
regard this as by far the mst serious political issue which 
all commmists will have to discuss and we shall be taking 
up the themes of the class struggle and conmmist strategy 
and tactics in a future issue. 
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etc. However, the move to 
isation and self-management, as desc 
above, is the key theme. But have we not 
heard all this somewhere before, making 
us - like Solomon - remark that “there 
is nothing new under the sun". Weren't 
all these ideas about "autonomy", "self- 
management" and a "socialist market" the 
economic foundations of Titoism in Yugoslavia? 
And haven't they also been applied more 
recently in Hungary? The results are there 
for all to see: out of the Stalinist frying 
pan into the Titoist fire. Aganbegyan's 
policies will lead, as night follows day, 
to rocketing inflation, a huge widening 
of differentials between occupations and 
different regions, and inevitably to higher and 
undisguised unemployment. That the rulers 
of state capitalist Russia can consider 
such a discredited schema as a _ blueprint 
for the future shows that they are in as 
much a mess as our own rulers, with their 
retrn to "free market" economics. Doubtless 
the Russian working class, when faced with 
the reality of perestroika in the form 
of higher prices (through withdrawal of 
subsidies) and increased exploitation in 
the workplace, will have its own contribution 
to make to the current "debate" on the 
Soviet economy. As the economic crisis 
makes itself felt in capitalism's Eastern 
bloc the Russian ruling class has been 
obliged to turn to drastic measures to 
restructure its obsolete productive apparatus 
and squeeze more surplus value out of the 
working class. By so doing they are forcing 
the class struggle out into the open in 
Russia. When the state can no longer afford 
to cushion the working class from the worst 
effects of the crisis no amount of advice 
from Aganbegyan and his cohorts will prevent 
the guardians of perestroika from feeling 
the weight of their own working class. 
Meanwhile - apart from its insights into 
how Soviet state capitalism actually works 
(the pointers to the material basis for 
glasnost and  perestroika) - Aganbegyan's 
work can be consigned to the dustbin for 
the voluminous travesties of Marxism. Indeed, 
Marx merits only one and a half lines in 
the book, ane even that exaggerates its 
Marxist content. 


WORKERSWDYC 


TERRORISM AND 
THE STATE 


Thatchers third term has had as one of its 
major characteristics a sharp increase in 
repressive measures against all manner of 
"institutions" under her governments jurisdi- 
ction, from the press to the IRA. Side by 
side with the Tory moral crusade has been the 
consistent flagrent violation of their much 
vaunted "rule of law". "Spycatcher", the Bir- 
mingham Six and the Stalker affair are among 
the most celebrated recent examples of the 
suppression of information, but the incident 
which may allow the state to take its most 
adamant line yet on its right not to be ques- 
tioned, was the juridicial killing of the IRA 
active service unit in Gibraltar. 


The subsequent televised murders when the bo- 
dies returned to Belfast ensured that the 

case would recieve more than usual attention, 
and when Thatcher attempted to suppress media 
speculation about the legality of events on 
the Rock, she inevitably had to lock antlers 
with the entire "liberal" wing of capitalism. 
Now the spectacle of the Gibraltar inquest 
into the three deaths is presented to us while 
the Tories and their Unionist allies rant and 
threaten a new Official Information Act, and 
the liberals and left of both Britain and Eire 
try to persuade us that they are the more 
effective defenders of capitalism. 


"The ultimate surrender to terrorism 
is indeed to surrender the values of 
the society which the terrorist seeks 
to intimidate.... The times are incr- 
easing when the patriotic journalist 
is summoned to stand firm". 

(Hugo Young in the Guardian) 


REPRESSION CATALOGUE 


While the "violation of the human rights" of 
the IRA volunteers, and the ongoing violation 
of press freedom is all the rage it is helpful 
to put recent events in the context of the 
history of repression in Northern Ireland 
itsel*. While we are urged by the left-wing 
capitalist parties to defend democratic rights 
under attack, the simple truth is that since 
its creation in 1921 Northern Ireland has 
never been governed without "emergency" laws 
being available to the state. This despite 

the fact that for most of its history there 
has been no campaign of organised terrorism. 
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Here are some of the more odious examples of 
the departures from bourgeois normality which 
the Ulster working class (not just Loyalist 
or Republican terrorists) have been subjected 
to, 


- Shoot to kill: About 300 or well over 10% 
of deaths due to "terrorism" in Northern 
Ireland have been a result of army or police 
shootings. Many of these have taken place in 
disputed circumstances, although the figure 
does not include deaths due to "black propag— 
anda" bombings, covert operations in the 
Republic etc. which intelligence personnel 
have later admitted carrying out. The convic- 
tions for murder or manslaughter can be 
counted on one hand, and early release is the 
norm, 


-Plastic bullets: Porportedly in the interest 
of safty the British government replaced the 
rubber bullet with the more accurate plastic 
variety for riot control. "More accurate" 
they turned out to be with both the death and 
serious injury rates rising dramatically 
after the change! Statistically the death 
rate is 1 per 4000 rounds; during the Hunger 
Strike disturbances in 1981 about 530 plastic 
bullets were fired each day. 


- Arrest : ace | T 
300,000 homes have been searched without 
warrant, and 50,000 people have been detained 
and released without charge in a population 
of only 14 million. Under the Prevention of 
Terrorism Act (which is now permanent) and 
other laws the state can hold anyone for up 
to seven days without charge and ban travel 
for named individuals between Northern Ire- 
land and Great Britain. 


- Diplock trials: Kangaroo courts when judges 
replace the jury. Originally designed to deal 
with political crimes, they have often been 
used in "conventional" cases. 


— Supergrasses: Although this system apparen— 
tly collapsed in 1986 under the pressure of 
embarrassing retractions and contradictory 
evidence it involved the trial and conviction 
of dozens at a time on the uncorroborated 
evidence of an alleged accomplice, who had 
been paid and schooled by the state. 


If we appeared to have naively ignored the 
"troubles" in Ulster as an excuse for all 
these measures it is because we want to str- 
ess the degree to which they are becoming 
less and less unique to the province, which 
any objective assessment must conclude has 
been used very much as a testing ground for 
the suppression of working class urban areas. 


Anyone doubting this need only be refered to. 
the British miners strike, when RUC officers 
actually turned up on the ground to advise on 
riot control, surrveillance and computers. 
The strike also had PTA-style exclusion ord- 
ers between various parts of the country for 
pickets and militants, The ruling class in 
Eire have not been slow to adopt northern 
methods either, as any surviving victim of 
the trigger and baton happy Gardai can test- 
ify. Plastic bullets are in the arsenals of 
British police forces and were first deployed 
on Broadwater Farm estate in 1985. 


POLITICAL LESSONS 


Given that state repression is undoubtedly on 
the increase do communists throw there lot in 
with the sundry leftists and liberals in def- 
ence of democratic liberties and the rule of 
law? Though it may seem contradictory after 
listing a series of measures which directly 
affect the working class the answer is no. 
The left attempts to advise the government 


— 


that the "democratic" system which they cher- 
ish is the best possible political shell 
against subversion, revolutionaries on the 
other hand denounce repression and expose the 
fact that the absence of liberty reflects the 
weakness of the state concerned. The left 
represents the reverse side of the rights 
ideology, trying to keep the overtly repress- 
ive apparatus. out of sight, though never 
afraid to reveal it in the cause of "anti- 
terrorism". Anyone who doubts this need only 
look at the tear-soaked patriotic speeches 
of these "socialists" when their loyalty to 
the state is questioned. 


They stoke the fires of "anti-terrorism", 
the great unifying ideology of our time, By 
a mixture of trying to incite the moral out-— 
rage of the working class and playing on our 
fears, the representitives and beneficiaries 
of capitalist society create an alibi for 
their repression, Their society is respons-— 
ible for two imperialist world wars (more 
than 70 million victims), the extermination 
of entire peoples, countless local wars, a 
life without hope for the mass of the expl- 
oited and the deaths silently caused by the 
violence of production for profit, and yet 
they are outraged by the pinprick attacks of 
the tinpo BO Mistake the. 


a much 


dable enemy, 


The representitives of the ruling class in 
Latin America and Africa have long realised 
that they are unable to’ provide the essen- 
tials of life for vast numbers of their 
slaves, and have developed their security 
forces correspondingly. Ten years ago it 
would have seemed absurd to say the same of 
Western Europe, but now we have the examples 
of the inner cities not only of Britain, but 
of Ireland North and South. These will incr- 
easingly be the battleground between the 
state and the marginalised strata of the 
working class, forced into social revolt and 
more violent strike action. This is why the 
police and courts are tooling up now. 


Let the media hacks quibble over the spec— 
ifics of the Gibraltar inquest and a thou- 
sand other incidents which fascinate them. We 
know that the real terrotists will not be 
deterred from trying to turn any such situ- 
ation to their advantage, either by improving 
their armoury or passifying us with ideolog- 
ical weapons. 


In this the leftists make perfect accomplices 
when they identify bourgeois—democratic rights 
with socialism. This in turn is a function of 
their conception of the workers struggle as a 
struggle for more rights and liberties, more 
equality etc. - a perspective which ultimately 
can only reinforce capitalism by sowing the 
illusion that its system of exploitation can 
be run for our benefit if only the legal fra- 
mework is reformed. By contrast the revolut-— 
ionary programme requires the complete dest- 
ruction of the exploitation system, including 
its phoney "democratic" superstructure where 
that exists. We do not applaud state repress-— 
ion, we fight it tooth and nail as a practical 
barrier to the development of the class 
struggle and workers organisations to the 
point where the working class can pose its 

own alternitive, democracy in a world without 
class. 


For contact with the CWO in Ireland write as ’ 
follows without mentioning the name: P.O. Box 
117, Head Post Office, Tomb Street, Belfast 
BT1 1AA. 


